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REMARKS 

Claims 1-22 are pending In tlie application. Claims 1 and 18 were 

rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b). Claims 2-17 and 19-i22 were rejected under 

35U.S.C.§103(a). RECEIVED 

CENTRAL FAX CENTER 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. S 102 (b) AUG 1 1 2006 

Claims 1 and 18 were r^ected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent Number 5,826.578 issued tb Curcliod on October 27, 
1898. 

Applicant has avoided this ground of rejection for the following reasons. 
Applicant's claim 1^ as amended, now recites. 

. 'one or mord sens<;^ that produce one or more signals t)ased on one or 
more joint niotions Of fiui individual; and 

qne or rhore prboessiing cpmponents that employ one or more of the one 
or more signals to make a detemnination of a positional change of the individual; 

wherein the one or more joint motions aire measured and teconstmcted 
to deterrnlne a path traversed by the individual; and 

wherein ttie path Is used to create a map Of an area. ' 

Curchod does ii6t teiach this limitatlbn. Instead. Curchod teaches that the 
processed signals are tiiahsmitted to a display unit 32 that displays, in 
approximately real time, a stick figure image which duplicates the body 
movements o f a golfer as the golfer performs a golf swing, as stated In column 4, 
lines 3&-47. However, contrary to applicant's claimed invention. Curchod does 
not teach ^wherein the path is used to <^ate a m£ip of an area", as recited in 

applicant's daiml. 

Thus, the clear teaching of Curchod is that the pG^fh is 
map of an area. 

In vievtf of the foregoing, applicant submits that Curchod does not describe 
each and every element of clairn 1. and therefore claim 1 is not anticipated by 
Curchod! Since dairns 2-17 d^end from allowable dalm 1, tiiese dalms are 
also alkawable over Curchod. 
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Independent daims 18 and 22 each have a. limitation similar to that of 
independent claim 1, which was shown is not tauglit by Curchod. For example, 
claims 18 and 22 recite, "wherein the path is used to create a map of an area." 
Curchod does not teach this limrtation for the above-mentioned reasons. 
Therefore, claims 18 and 22 are liicewise allowable over Curchod. Since claims 
19-21 depend from allowable claim 18, these claims are also allowable over 
Curchod. 

Relictions Undar 35 U-S.C. S 1d3(a) 

Claims 2-3, 19 and 20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Curchod in view of U.S. Patent Number 5,929,782 issued to 
Starlcon July 27, 1999. 

Claims 4-6 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
oyer CXirchod in view of Stark, and further in view of U.S. Patent Number 
6,127,672 issued to banisch on October 3, 2000. 

Claims 7-10, 12 and 15 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Curchod in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,522,266 issued to 
Soehren et al. on February 18, 2003. 

Claims 13-14 and 16 were rejected under 35 UiS.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Curchod in view of U.S. Patent Number 6.013,007 issued to 
Root et al. ori January 1 i , 2000. 

Claim 11 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Curchod in view of U.S. Patent Number 6.381,482 issued to Jayaraman et 
al. on April 30, 2002. 

Claim 17 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
oyer Curchod in view of U.S. Patent Number 6.788.200 issued to Jamel et al. on 
September 7, 2004. 

Claim 21 was rejected under 35 U.S.C- § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Curchod in view of Stark, and further in view of Soehren. 

Claim 22 was rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as being unpaterrtable 
over Jayaraman in view of Curchod. 
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Applicant respectfully traverses these grounds of rejection. 

These rejections are based on the rejection urKler 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) 
being proper As that ground of rejection has been overcome, and none of the 
cited references teach or suggest Svherein the path is used to create a map of an 
area", as recited in applicants independent claims 1, 1B and 22, the combination 
of Curchod, Stark. Danisch. Soehren, Root, Jayaraman. Jamel, and Kovacevic 
does not supply this missing element. Thus, these combinations do not make 
obvious any of applicant's claims, all of which require the aforesaid limitation. 

Conclusion 

It is respectfully submitted that the Office Action's rejections have been 
overcome and that this application is now in condition for allowance. 
Reconsideration and allowance are, therefore, respectfully solicited. 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, allowance of ail claims 
pending is respectfully requested. If a telephone conference would be of 
assistance in advancing the prosecution of this application, the Examiner is 
invited to call applicants attorney. 

Respectfully submitlBd, 

^V^ " 

Carmen B. Patli 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 26,784 

Dated: August 1 0, 2006 

Carmen B. Patti & Associates, LLC 
Customer Number 32205 
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Applicant respectfully traverses these grounds of rejection. 

These rejections are based on the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) 
being proper. As that ground of rejection has been overcome, and none of the 
cited references teach or suggest "wherein the path is used to create a map of an 
area", as recited in applicant's independent ciaims 1,18 and 22, the combination 
of Curchod, Stark, Danisch, Soeliren, Root, Jayaraman, Jamel, and Kovacevic 
does not supply this missing element. Thus» these combinations do not malce 
obvious any of applicant's claims, all of which require the aforesaid limitation. 

Conclusion 

It is respectfully submitted that the Office Action's rejections have been 
overcome and that this application is now In condition for allowance. 
Reconsideration and allowance are, therefore, respectfully solicited. 

In view of the above amendmente and remarks, allowance of all claims 
pending is respectfully requested. If a telephone conference would be of 
assistance in advancing the prosecution of this application, the Examiner is 
invited to call applicant's attorney. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Carmen B. Patti 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 26,784 



Dated: August 11. 2006 

Carmen B. Patti & Associates, LLC 
Customer Number 32205 
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